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DETAILED ACTION 

Responsive to claims filed December 9, 2003. Claims 1-24 are presented for examination. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on May 03, 2004 and September 14, 2007 are being 
considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set 
forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brodie et al (US Patent No. 
7,257,246). 

4. As per claim 1, Brodie et al teach a point-of-sale device comprising: 

a display; a keypad; a communications interface and a computer processor in communication with the 
display, the keypad and the communications interface (column 3, lines 35-47) the computer processor configured to 
request check data presented in association with a check-cashing transaction the computer processor further 
configured to obtain the check data from the keypad the check data (column 2, lines 8-20)and to transmit the check 
data to a remote location via the communications interface the computer processor further configured to receive via 
the communications interface from a check authorization system an indication of a level of risk associated with 
cashing the check (column 6, lines 35-64, column 2, lines 23-60), the computer processor further configured to 
display on the display a message based at least in part on the indication (column 13, line 60-column 14, line 15). 

Although Brodie et al teach determining the check type (column 10, line 57) which is evidence that 
multiple check types can be cashed in Brodie et al's system, they fail to teach that the check is a payroll check and 
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that the location information about an employer who has issued a payroll check is obtained and used for risk 
assessment. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Brodie et al's system 
to include this feature because doing so would allow for Brodie et al's system to cash payroll checks by verifying 
that the issuer of the check (employer) is a local company. 

5. As per claim 2, Brodie et al teach wherein the display is further configured to display a prompt to an 
operator of the point-of-sale device requesting the check data (column 2, lines 8-15, column 4, lines 29-44, column 

6, lines 15-23). 

6. As per claim 3, Brodie et al teach wherein the display is configured to display the prompt in response to a 
message received from the check authorization system via the communications interface (column 13, line 60- 
column 14, line 15). 

7. As per claim 4, Brodie et al teach a point-of-sale device comprising: 

a communications interface; an input system and a computer processor in communication with the 
communications interface and the input system (column 3, lines 35-47), the computer processor configured to 
obtain from the input system check data associated with a check presented for processing (column 2, lines 8-20) and 
to transmit to a remote location via the communications interface information about the check data, the computer 
processor further configured to receive via the communications interface from a check authorization system an 
indication of a level of risk associated with processing the check (column 6, lines 35-64, column 2, lines 23-60). 

Brodie et al fail to teach that location related data about a check issuer is obtained and used for risk 
assessment. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Brodie et al's system 
to include this feature because doing so would allow for Brodie et al's system to authenticate the check by verifying 
that the check issuer is a local company. 

8. As per claim 5, Brodie et al teach wherein the input system comprises at least one of: a keypad, a voice 
recognition system, a touchscreen, an optical character reader, a scanner, a smartcard reader, and a stylus (column 3, 
lines 45-47). 
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9. As per claim 6, Brodie et al fail to teach wherein the information about the check issuer is a company name 
associated with the check issuer. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Brodie et al's system to include this feature because doing so would allow for Brodie et al's system to authenticate 
the check by verifying that the check issuer is a local company. 

10. As per claim 7, Brodie et al fail to teach wherein the information about the check issuer that the computer 
processor is configured to transmit comprises information about a company location associated with the check 
issuer. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Brodie et al's system to 
include this feature because doing so would allow for Brodie et al's system to authenticate the check by verifying 
that the check issuer is a local company. 

11. As per claim 8, Brodie et al teach further comprising a display, wherein the computer processor is in 
communication with the display and is configured to display on the display a message based at least in part on the 
indication (column 13, line 60-column 14, line 15). 

12. As per claim 9, Brodie et al teach wherein processing the check comprises cashing the check (abstract; 
check cashing). 

13. As per claim 11, Brodie et al teach wherein obtaining location-related data about the check issuer 
comprises reading a magnetic ink character recognition (MICR) line from the check (column 6, lines 30-34). 

14. As per claim 12, Brodie et al teach wherein obtaining location-related data about the check issuer 
comprises scanning an image of at least a portion of a check associated with the check transaction (column 6, lines 
18-30). 
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15. As per claim 13, Brodie et al teach using optical character recognition (OCR) technology to obtain 
information about the check issuer from the scanned image (column 6, lines 18-30). 

16. As per claim 14, Brodie et al teach wherein obtaining location-related data about the check issuer 
comprises requesting the location-related data from a presenter of a check associated with the check transaction 
(column 2, lines 8-15). 

17. As per claim 16, Brodie et al teach wherein the financial transaction comprises cashing a negotiable 
instrument (column 1, lines 20-30). 

18. As per claim 17, Brodie et al teach wherein the negotiable instrument is a money order, a traveler's check, a 
personal check, a coiporate check, company insurance refund check, a government check, such as a tax refund 
check, Social Security check, payroll check, or other government-issued check, a bank check, official check, or a 
convenience check (column 1, lines 20-40). 

19. As per claim 1 8, Brodie et al teach a display, wherein the computer processor is in communication with the 
display and wherein the computer processor is further configured to display on the display a message based at least 
in part on the indication (column 13, line 60-column 14, line 15). 

20. As per claim 10, 15, and 19-24, these claims contain similar limitations as the claims above, therefore are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon, which is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure, are 
cited in the Notice of Reference Cited form (PTO-892). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to RAMSEY REFAI whose telephone number is (571)272-3975. The examiner can normally be reached on 
M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m. . 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ryan Zeender 
can be reached on (571) 272-6790. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR 
or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800- 
786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ramsey Refai 
January 30, 2008 
/R. R. / 

Examiner, Art Unit 3627 
/F. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



